FA ) 0| &3} &
W9 A A

CAREY D
.97 V. BlAF ol 23 Ed2
I. #4&% AYSE dolA V. ol29 94
I &=2 A F 0|29 &84 V. Re

- FH0: A FABOIE, AT B, A2 2Y, HAYE, |84 284 the
Korean theory of IR, the Yu Giljoon type, the Shin Chaeho type,
theoretical mechanisms, compatibility

e 4 F¢ HHE R A= IARAY o 24E Frista
o[ AT AHA Y2 o" Aolojok st=Af 3 =5t Yt oI A &=
9 FAHR o8] 2o AXS F4F 2 I WA 2F o2 fusy, gL
AE0] FH AAY ANE BF o] 3FAY titez A2 Fotx sttt
TAE AR . E3] SAHQ o|ES FF35}7] S8 A A2 U
= AAsts dAl A9 718018 W&t AA7F astte A& AxT o9
HEo] AHF BHAA o|BE A WA ZREHOOF E 24 F O|2F HAY
F o g =98 At #F=3 AR 2L FARTGE dPolELzA AE
I @Rl AEste Ao di@ 1] A= o Ak S AERI, FHoIHU
go, ohZa7te} Zo] 229k fARE A4 A FAFA )RS FEFHE
A ASEZRE FAL e & YA THEHA AHED I, upXHo 2 o] g9
AL 34, AHH LR gjstes BAE =8 A2 AT g e
9 AANE Fusa, NTBHL2E 0|89 AEE 71534 sFe 284E nHs
= 9o] $o A7 AP EE F5517] A3 HEA] BaF 8702 AN
I i,

*2 =29 210 qigf o 7HA] Foygt AL AAHE A3 24 A g B
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et

I.8%%1= ¥

A=l AL A WA AH g EHE AFHY. deAAE ole Bt
o1& Eopo] Itz Hgstrlele obF Fte fr7F Bedtth AARAE Aushe
Fh=E AL qF2e WA gol o mTtR o)A, F=olgie E4% A8
& EAEY A 4L o] AN Ehs FAY HES $AF R 2T 7HH o
of gAo| v HoA AFHRY| Eolth Fru2E AL EAEH EAYAo] HY
A A3t viete] o2 Ao Bt AAEH ZUEE FAF 22w} HZ31A F
HE ks A, ol F =9 IARAGAE] AT} o2 ApoldA ¢F & F1
A =Y gtte AL THET 215U T FARAGL tgd 42 qE Hre o
=0 0|29 @ A%l d3) HEstL njHste A7) 4EY HgE wEsHh 53] A
29 27|78 BAZ AHH L Aol & Uit BIFe FEeh: 42 &5 SARAE
o #oE £YAE Z2 Aotk T3te] U5 FAYA IR of qF L= Ad it
A7l T HEH L2 A7 ET E FEF o)

2 =22 olg 2 A= FAYA 0| B tFt AF7A Y FRE Jasta o] g H#H
THAM ALF7] A 5L Add. B & gt AL, 25 ¥ ARG
A WA o]RoAL T=H FAFAOIE o =7t oJEA AAHARETFE MFH e
2 Asta dgdte AL Auidith #H ALY ol T2 7189 =9 T PRE
HIEOR sto] E=13 ARA | o2k Tt Ae gu|e Al FAA7l dE 4
A% =98 dAE. olHE oA £ =29 AAE A= IAZAHY B8 B
oA ZE3E e Aol oyt AF7tA e RELSE B8t 3t tAl D3 o] A
Ex o2 FHE ANt o] ofYE el & & AFshe wEoldh ol FY
= 59 B sRdAe B2 ¥59 SARAUAE] FFE e WIH SARAY o B
g2 737F oyt 284 e dgeRA I3d 5 e THedE HESH 2 Rold

S orh S ogo
lo o m

dstel 2=} ok AT W2 sl FA% AAE = AR A 0|20l 2A
ARz 2F o HEHAE THTe SAE AL olg o4 &+ e HE 24
3t € Aol o]F Yal A3l = SAsA A2 ¢S AHsE A 479 7]
Eo|E& Wésts Ao s Exv AAAE da7t Yue dE F2T Aot ol9A A
4o s AHHA JERFS 98 BEA ZFFHOF T 84 F O|2F wHYF o
g =97t Hug ZAolth, =4 FAA |2 FARTE ARYo|2ozA NS Y
o] ZFste Yol it nFo] AFEojof drh= AL FE}I, FIolt W, opZe7}
o} Zo] £} FAR AN ERAFHA FARA 1B L FET = A AAERTFH F

1) ‘FAAA(international politics) & ‘FA|#A (international relations) & NEHA o] H-L
oju] 97 &gA YAut B =Rk o2 et =& AMETL Y 7HFA o F A A
Y& Y B FREA ¢l 288t A gslrl = g
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Qg e 4 YA 2 A uTA ek AN F o AEHA AL o
29 9J9g FUA, AF o St BAS £9T Rolnt, FUHe2E JA & 3
g3 9A4E Justn, ARgost o2 AuE s st TEYE vhste
ol o2 HAH IAFNo|ES TE37 U8l weA Bag ado AAY Aol

o]29] ZH oA et #ao] FAYATE A WA o] 2H @2 =HE0] KA
, AFNME AT o8& HFHoR 7513 JAE 5 A FBste= Aol F
£ oot EE olHF ko AHEC| tha UE2HA ot HE AT, =4
Agto] o]2 ¥ oljz FAARA G AL UF & RS TA ¢ Avte HE AYT
) 2F¢e ABE H2FHE S Y92 Aot 59 IAYAT o] EEopf A B
0% ol e Fe AN HEH 44T 80 T 2229 JZo] & wt
HEogths Folth, e FAEL AT oY FEEE E{lo] HAUFE e £
of i3l Hl@eR, FAolhs AdA QY TEe 743 AYE A + AN 0129
ot =7 "ol B3 FAs7] AZRT o= FH L2 AT A3 1Y, 53] 1]
%9 FARAE o8 F2 U A2 A 5097 FAHH A A A7 o]7]
= At = IAFAG] qE A2 due GAR 5~109 R AMFEL o
G AT tEo] A uFAT YFE B E RHOE o|ARTY

=

o Mt

2) FA Y 0|24 AZo] M 712 A oA FEIA tRA7] PRl 7= Fedt
A 4712 gt g FYA ol F A7 SRRl BE 2t Y Ae Ex =22E tadh
2L AEE & 2 Yok oS - stdA (W), THURA A (A& U, 1992); AF - A -
FYE @), SABAGY A2 93 BH(AE U, 1995); A9E, HELF9 HBY 1
2 "SAAEE, ASTH 28(1997); A%, “FAF FARA 2 AU} FA” =]
335, A32% 25(1998); AAA, “E. H. 7lote] v|#7 AR FARAIE,” A4 A 53
2, A334 33(1999); AR, “FARA ol2=A ¥} A A2 oA FHY ¥, H
ABA=F) A407 38(2000); F£3, 429 LT & AEY F4FYY =4 54
AAE=Fs A41R 33(2001); €134, “ALEZE oL FARA S 2H4: &719 H#F 0§ T34
BA=Fs M2 23(2002); ARE, "R AFZ2IHORA FYFYY 7HeAT A 4
EQ F4FR g =AL FHR” 'FARAE=F, A43H 28(2003); AFF, “AARAY
Agk: FARASY WA AGEFH AARAZEE B FE” FAGA=F, A4 43
(2004); MY, "EFAR Fojde IAFA (A& AEBAAT4, 2005).

3) &= IR AtHQ o] gt ATRE £AY, FAYAG] 47 4 WA RSAY,”
FRAGEE, A2H1967); HA G, AN Y FARAFAT: B IR, SARA=F, A
127(1978); o1, “GF=FARA et FAE 9J5tol: AL AR HA Y el "HH
Aste| e, A127(1978); WA, “G=AAFAE 40d: %, FF 9 7HeA,” A=A L, A
217 28(1987); =A%, “ESIARZA Y AJAE 12" FARAE=F, A28H 13(1988); W
A, AFFARAGH g ol2sge EAA," FAYA=F, A28H 15(1988); oA, ==
AZBATY WAL A% FFAA” "FAFA=F, A287 12(1988); ¥AA, 909 dFFA A
3o A A% A, " FARA=E, A30F 25(1991); A - shEA, Ul FRAFAEGY
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A=9 FARRA o] o|2HA FHAA AT dF FEHA 5L HAHA H AL
19704H & AFste P (behaviorism)7t BAZ o2 27157 A& HAAMEE T
73te) o]FE SAE FEFoo] 22 20417] 24t nltoA HAGe AILYHOEA A4}
3ol B2 AT olBH =rES A Het] 12 =Y ¥ AT At A B
ool d&] A7) AAYct, AT o9 & 29 W3H P & oY 7t BEAE F
Aol of718HA Hgith WAL AT B FA DAL HHHA 8450] 3t Ay,
o|2olgte EEIE E SoA A= HYH] due 9ulE ] AZFE Ao
ot AFHolE 7t FAE L, ATA Y B4-E Fofl7|ol& RH A Aty Y Eo]
GRegTh A2", B2 AbolHYg A BARY AEH A F A UHE AT o
9 o Midd} =152 R3] Wolr|E HojuA ZFE =9 FAZA S 4=
A 7IAZ AAXNAGT 28t AY o]F 2R LHALH =79 FARFATL Y
o259 WEAE T2 FA thal] AA3F] 5& E7] AR Lo @A 3t o]
oF ti¢te niEists do] FRRTE XG5 AFo A, e o|EES AT AF flo] F
A AR 2N EA ALY EAV AZsHA A7 =EA9d Aol

o|AY ot JESHE 7|9 FAFAE o|ES =AF AFE FEAET
2 EY I= A9 o|4 AF0qu AFT 2R 1 v oy gujof i3t AR
E7F AR o] FojAA g1 dvte HE AASHA, BFEtE 29 @A 183
50| grtt AAALE 7t YE7tE AnEotol fte HE AR Y 4% 4
S 2229 FAAQ] EA LS A9 A 2AEEE T3] A% qEA YT o]
< Sl IR 2% AT FYUE Aotk &H o e EAA) i Aoz A =
g dee AYTY ojRo] sty HTh o|AL FAYANH XA AL 7
233 O FAE A4ty 12 HH o|&& FYst FABAE oldistux Prtke YA
3hte TEA AY & olF Aolgith. A T fAFol WA EHFY o HHAA
U olgetd ok, ARz APH 537 o BAS #oia Yk HolA Aol &
Bl ? ofgjgt £ 7HA] Het & 9] G AR o]Bo| Aol 7 1L YO 1o}
7tof & A& 4AF 22 & Yepl L ok, 2719 Bolr|E Aut AFolE29 AR2E =
A, 28 Z 19 gig e FAEEY A AT =2 Afs|of st = FAPA ol
29 A7 FAE BYHA FE AL Q7] wEelth

oo} Z-2 A&A JFL 1980dt ol SoletA T A&E A 53] 19809 E "=x T4

[o}

4

o|

o]

—_

=
+
T

At 3F AP A% TR E=FE, A3HY 13(1995); AAN - Y, FARAEY
#2A S43 oty AL FAYA=E, A427 45(2002); LT, “FARAEAL” F=H2] 5
3] QAEAL B (), TS @A WAL 1953-2008, (A2 $= A3, 2003).

4) £A4(1967), p.106; ¥r4-4d(1987), pp.181-184; HH-43(1988), pp.32-33.

5) &9 FA BHANN ARG =5luA P o] 43 B ATE ofHE HH JHEF
o) FFtthe Ao] LAY w49 Aot A E(1988), p.36. TH L{T Apt FHOE 39
AL AL gt AFPA 27] ASDAE &R AW £23 Y A87(2003),
p.283.
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AAGFANA A9 =A olgt BEle A4 E =Ao| 7H&3E T AFF o g vjwat
shg o] FEAHA =52 FAGXGA AL Arket §HgFo] dofigth® 1980W ] o] F9] 4
L E3] o|&Y n|= WP E oh FARAEA Y EALAY Aol nFetthe AE
A2 ol dFd M 1Eet FA Ao AT FALE HAH o2 A A
Hr7h A= oo gt Btk &, Al $49 247 £8E + ANE A wiA
o g g7t Basty, ‘EAZE (problem-solving) ©JEZRtt:= ‘HlWA(critical)
OJ 2L A g of gt AR WAFAL} Y E3] 7|29 Ad € o]EE0] A& AHF,
374 AL E AEToEZN Y FAAAT 2= AnE HAE & ke BT,
AEAo|g AARE FALAE HHF LR vietie WEHE JE7F 1980 o9
3 A QAN A Z2E= SFFEHE Aoth?

A= 1980 o] 3ol SoietA = =9 YHA AAR Y o]2E Lo ghrt ¢14]
ol B& AXA HA+=w, ole DA FAHYA 225 Axse HATY o|2IE doA
HZ o2 RE foHe YT A2 RE Y EALAE o)A of-E ¢ ST dF &
HrgEt Aot o|gt 22 FA A ALnFA 9 ojHos LT ATt QA (Hit)

g

< e
AR 2ha e g SARASA Y FAFzr A 3 QYD ol FATEE
AT ATY o) B A& UNEA FFE doMA 2229 FAS JAFL O
A& HFLE & 2L o]&& At A2 Aol gy Aol =9 =
A7 A o2 o] dutol 28 WotEdd TAM &= d4& WYt dHsts] A% &
ol 82 AFY 287t ) Wity sty O|lE 2 ©A A%e AYsta q&t

L)% B ohe, AAL A% ARl HE A4 )5E AU AT P oA

FARAGANA 2 282 B e oA oA HAH o 2HE Aot FE A

AASA L GAT AN =S FYH A% T2 A4Ho) 259 o= Yok,
S W49 W FAYNG, o|5A maY FARAY @I HA4 - 2AY

6) AR 0] 22 A39] =AY of h3 &7/|ZE Yosef Lapid, “The Third Debate: On the Prospects
of International Theory in a Post—Positivist Era,” International Studies Quarterly
33(1989), pp.235-254.

7) BrAHA1(1987), pp.187-189; WA - 319 41(1995), p.308,

8) ol T YFL ATNME ZHE FA(Robert Cox)7F AANRY vl23 28 IAFA |2 4FS
aA ¥ Aol Robert W, Cox, “Social Forces, States and World Orders: Beyond
International Relations Theory,” in Robert O. Keohane, ed. Neorealism and Its Critics
(Columbia: Columbia University Press, 1986[1981]), pp.204—254,

9) YA e 53] Yuto|E3 EFo)E S W HA R Sk dvhe A& ARhed, ol @
A ARAM 408 R AH AL 7ML § o250l HAA 2IE olF Bt Ao
€ A& v R & Aol 2 (1987), p.190.

10) =A%, “F 3 W FARAGS PHE A4, =AqE, AT A FARA ALY 7]z, (A

< EAEW 55 1985[1982]), pp.151-164,

11) A8 A ol LAATLYG BlEo] FUF Zdj57te gA ozt 4 AR A3t =
9 FAGA o] A= v N A 2 ol WA fute] gty Fs), ALTF
(2003), p.281,

12) A4 - ¥ 9(2002), p.25.
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wef =y FARANE 21 LHF w4 FABASY 2F FAY ol
BASZ BF olAT 22 1UH EAYAES HoMT Y& AAH T30l AT A
e Yot ® o] BEL: UYSY o A EE NFsIT gt B =EJAL
71E FABARAY ol T JH g F 7K BAE e 2R F}, AAE Y 45 2
AR MR o2fgt FA AL |29 HaHo] FZAET YA st Aolnt. AL
= Apg|Iete] o Ropf M e 2R 0] " FAl9 sHEold 18R] ¢A 7o) AA B
=9 A YHE, ANEHEE Atz givt. FA, A9, FAE, A, A7 5
529 o= ApSlHEel e FIAYATAY FAHA olBd g AW ERYRE:
AlA 234 Y& €S ST TebA ol E RoollA: FAAR T vl 92
9 ojZ5o] AHF oz LA o AFEA TEEHL HA WotEA R W wo] AuUX
Al QlEFolgta Aaz HHety AR = FAGA|Y o|2F TH;Ao| 7HE HAA
Itk A2 A7S AH Y AABAE TR e FROZA 3t ofojg Yt ofd 4= ¢l
o & =2oAME olERt @l “AATF o o|&e] thF AU FErEd oA H2d A
ojgte 7Hd & AN SLA Tt

=3 SARACIEE FH 25 g £ =RolA dALA G F R YEL -
o] Hg) o &2 HlFEr” e Aotk A 509 U =] FAF A o] Hoprlof
A 71, 2Ea SAHAE AT FALE GRSt A7 olARAE, oFdAE £
of A=A 7t A T2} o] FAA g1 Ytk EE 9] AAte FAof gt F
A dFE0] EAH 2 AYPAHA T2 AR FAEo] 2A F7HL Aof A
Holtt, SHARE GAH A S Y3te FHTE BER o] & olghe: TN B o
gHos FHIT + e SHUUY A o]0 HA FAA7e] 3 J#E AAA &
= 7 At & =204 olge @4l A WAl AT DA AdEe] glvkx Bt
A=) 9Fe ol we Fl fle FARAGY FEH 544 TAFTH FAY
of tiE oMol Bt & ¢ YA, YL A {5 F=H FAFAY o] thE2
‘G2 AT of o) o Ferivo] AL galsty) ol Feh,

4719 "3t @S ojgh= AY AAE B REsrhs FE A¥E Lot Yok
FAH o] 29 FAFE Piteo] ATgozN AP US| AFHY 237 F
Ao & HUA XA wHE #3271 Q7] Wizl o3 EAlE o] E019 FoHA
obe] A FA dE EFECl FH3E FAL T EAYAE FHETY FEY F

13) o] A-(1978), p.148; ©|ZA(1988), p.208; HAAA - BA%F(2002), pp.14-25; $HF(2004),
pp.11-12,

14) o|2i% BHE AW A2E TAZ & Aol ofm, WA Ay 241 W FARAS 550
gt F8H ARE o 3 Aolth ¥S AYW Yol YAW, Hol= Hae) FAH o]
ofe} Asiaat Hopo ule) AjHoE A E2o 2R A el HolA otk HL Eysicin
& 2 G ol d AL do) B3 ot FHAT, =B W 2L ANE GAH AT ¥
£ B oz} APt AT BA ATEA 53 2L 224 SN E Tt

15) obAlote] AR Aol it H2e| £k FuloA We AR AFES & 4 9o, ol o
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AZA ' = =YL £= AT, FoHMIY #= Jor, votrt 229 ANd £
Ak, ol 22 B3 FAGol 219 Aol 9 FotAord FARAT o izt
A2 e A7 volrt o 9 7F FAUL He 22E SARAGL 7|98 + U= A
A7F? REA F=F FARAY o] ‘29 S T A aT FAHANN? FH =71
=4 FAUE AT & e oI, 1YY Z2Y +EAA 2HE ¢ = A9 o] E=
L33 o] ofd7t? HA AT 2F o] 929 IA G| s}o] A7s|oF T o] FF A7?

A= g TR olFe FL 49 do s Y A S TUA AL =Tkl I 7
o] §iA o]Fod Hart U, AT FHY A SM 15FH FL THi=7HS HH
4L 7H Q2L A25 oS MEA el s EAYAL 2% S8sAT,
JAE AIsts el ol A 7HA ZoF & AEol At IAYATY EH¢E0|

< BN Hete 5H SAFAY o] Ad YA EAFL 2EHA =T
FdE By I UAYS 2F ol FHAA 2F AojoA LA AFT 2L 2F
< A3 wEAUA Reta ke Aol HIZ TRt fAEAAE B & WA olsst
i IR WEHLR o HAEATHE AFel ARG, Afse WE 2E A
o ZAG RS RAARGE FAE AYR Aot A 509 FU AGHA2 =Y
SARAT of izt I FAE 2P BF dikol T AN ZFEolTe o] #A
02 digtES 27 23t JYE AL obdat?

I %=y SHFXo|E 43

#38 FARA o 2ol olAY FAF Rojadw, A WANA Y viR AT FUPL AT
9 712 AR |l ¥ 4 Y}, BhE AFHF o|2F AR E FAHH | 2E
2 AA2A WAR YA (nomothetic) £4& 1AM, o S4% FAL FAFo= ofg
817] $1% 497143 (diographic) FYEL Ut 29 2L 9 712427} D}, of
28 o] A% B4d AYo] Yt ola Ao 2AHH]EE BEOUYLY Yol &
AAQ AR, F2Ho2 ojest HAE Yulo|2 o2 AAAY)A Fatrhd 1 gnj=
BIgFE Rolth, AW #Eo) Al gt oS ML $A 729 23 o2 o3
ANE A28 WA Agsn, 230 duiers A Zisle) gat vwg S7o) o)
oAk & Aolth, WA F2) AR RE 7|29 27 25T S Held A

Y $E 3 E 0Y BaE g 283 7129 o250 2 A9six) £
52 ST $AFHA A&F o2 2L WEAA U Bast T ST,
AT olZo] $219) AAo| WA vk N 1AL $AHF WL Hre ol
Sojd Aol ola}, FYYE YUOIEE B 9 WAL T chkd A,

e

u
[

i

(o]
5
st

4

s
Az

M

o
= U

-

& FTAHY FARE FAA, w59 FolAotER FotAlot FRA: FotAlor] AR A 3}
FAAE2A G FotAloF | TAIARR, #2671 23(2005), pp.3-26 HZ,
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2 sjopy Atk ABAR BIH TARAY o 73
A B3 AL MR 9o WY o2 ABA BEojoF Brik
571 golglet, olFd A% glo] AT o)&e] ML Yol
YS9 27 44 gt FARAIEL L o RPN USE, 25 9 4
E AR 4 g QS Auiok 3 Aot AR oS XgelE, UL 2
29 A2 g Bask gk A A7 o 2Fo| 15T ol £ AFART E 1
A A MBS FRAT, S ekl WHAN AR ol2we 2rUTE 1

flo oL
=
[
i
o,
.
<
A
=2
o
o)
N

I AREFEE o2 B A2 Uo] 2AsHA a1FHT gl

SAFA B FHQ] Ao] oyt o]EL FHglol AL WFSHA I & BES
vRrojub ke, Ed A o o] FHUglo] APE oL o] &F =AELE ofT WA o|gT
dazt Aok SARA )8 HA| Ar|F}stol 2] shtz A of2fd FHA &4& Adtt
71E) BEE AR TolEo A o|BE Atfe} o] Wt vE, 4, Ex WHEHYE
A" A oAz A FAFA0IEY BFE AT FopE FAFY YR o
Hstet AL HoAR. A& S0l 724 Mg BRI APLFY 0|82 199049 ©]
T 2 AARA wske} 9 - 11 At ARALE AW R A9stA ZRAW, 18
I SN A Wt AR I HATA B o, 2353 dUF o|2E
< Mg Faof mek ThgstA dehs HolE dYsty] A o289 & Y3l ol
g3t &HE A&

AT o)A 7 o HEe ¥dle 72F HeEY S7F A, Ee 37 YR R
29 LES oA Z2e7] AFHE dojd. AH w9 diE A ol2ta F3o
gol e AE 7]&8 AFH FAFAY APUFY o|2o g dYsir|dE Al Ude
Asj7t ol AZ1A. A7 44 F7HE Aol Agd e F=2shs Aedd &
AFoolgort, T3 ALY QY £4S A2t ABAFY FAF, Tl &
AF2E ol2g A& 83| olasr] oA BAFY o o|BNE A FA
o] RRAd e} Fdw F49 A, 21 E4ST A Wl dste 5 AAE F
FOHE QAT & Aotk B o]FA Y T2 AL R PR B gAEC] 25 A
ARl Akt dFE uA += Ioke ol dde 45H e M-S AXSA 23t

16) 199091 AFate] Hold ZATA & 2t 7t =4 off W £7|2= Robert O. Keohane,
ed. Neorealism and Its Critics (New York: Columbia University Press, 1986); David A.
Baldwin, Neorealism and Neoliberalism: The Contemporary Debate (New York:
Columbia University Press, 1993); Sean M. Lynn—Jones and Steven E. Miller, eds. The
Cold War and After: Prospects for Peace (Cambridge: The MIT Press, 1993); Michael E,
Brown, Sean M., Lynn—Jones and Steven E. Miller, eds. The Perils of Anarchy:
Contemporary Realism and International Security (Cambridge: The MIT Press, 1995).

17) Stephen G. Brush, “Dynamics of Theory Change in the Social Sciences: Relative Deprivation
and Collective Violence,” Journal of Conflict Resolution 40-4(1996), pp.523-545.
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T gt} uFL o RElE EAMzA qeHATEFS FP5L olgA FFE IR

o]yt W& & AR AL ‘AHSZFoH(neo—conservative) BAF g
= Yoo oj2o g AYdlEis ART} o|FoA 1 ST, YR E 0|2 =W, =9 7}
SR Q2L A A BAFAE ol A FHAT AYA HF4] o 2=
719 71X 9 B3 9 kg x@ehs FEHE AFFE o9 22 2L Sl #d
& g o2 3o 2o Fa2H Ag4E FYsta AFFY, UEFY, NFFAY A=F
AL A3 ZAFHY ALE AEA G 2529 P97} 7HeAA Aol ¥ F A=)
U B354 gty 22 o5l Ad) FEo2HE B2 4FE @)= AW, ol &F
o 0|2 FAFY Frho] AR FAFA Y HIAE HYsHHA (&H o= v o7t

& & BoFE AFEe oA F5 W A7 4o 483 AT AE4A
FOA ‘o]lB & Fdglol AdF A F49 =g HRo| AAEE WIAA Yt
de Ao,

FHAX Y HA0] BAAL op7|gtte AFHA ARZHE Yol o358 FAFA 2
S TRIME ZYoEE BE 2 FHANE AAAFY o229 HIE & + ¢
th, oA HA] APAFYHY T2 EAFYZRE o= E & Aot FYFY
oF AdAF] koA E AR & L T3 AFY Aol =E317] ofHT
£ A4EY ) 2do] AwiAl e xE A F2 Usich olHE HEL T FA%
28] RARAFE 7} 25 F3HY Yelolgts Ao R oot I &4 I7le ofF
7 geld o gEatulgs 2o 25T EAS 9 4 glon, 32 st A= &
A EFE 2498 FET 4 ke Aol AAFYAEY ARt AT L5 4T
QAMES AEEFY 299 i F7HE Aol A @A &1 A o] FAA A
MRS KA ¢ Y A7 dutEA oty 200 B2 tE P uk(security dilemma)
o} Zo] FRAH 02 EHE op7|8h= Yelo] EAE]= AT 1 Fo] FAEH N &
o], AARR Y EFE 2ot T2 UL gEE F271 ofd 7 AHY A Frofof
gohs Ao A AFshe B2 FAEY gFolth? ol T2 A7 gA] 25d +23

18) Mohammed Nuruzzaman, “Beyond the Realist Theories: Neo-Conservative Realism’
and the American Invasion of Iraq,” International Studies Perspectives 7(2006),
pp.241-248. ol¢} -2 AR YA WL njIH ool (exceptionalism)2t HjH A
g AR gte F 7H Az 79E F1 Qi

19) AR AFL ulF YR EQste Aol okt w5 I AF o) tH(The liberal tradition is
not only in America, it is America)’ g E@L 0|3 YA GF oz YHsEn, Ruy &
3k} A-830)9) ojdS 2ARY = H(Huntington)# EZY(Tocqueville)?) AFL w2 Yo
N AFAE, 713 ¢, ARAA, URFY, AFF, HAFY Fo2 FEHJL, T AEl
A=FoH o g Frjr|ofopgl 3 w9 A4 7ghE F43HA Heltke Aol James
Kurth, “Inside the Cave: The Banality of I, R. Studies,” The National Interest 53(1998),
pp.39-40.

20) Marc Trachtenberg, “The Question of Realism: A Historian's View,” Security Studies
13-1(2003), pp.182-183,

21) oA T AAFRA Y Bty ol 253 T2 BAEY FAFY 4F L 553 AXNH AFA, O
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Aot ATHRE AFLFIY 24 OB T 0|89 Y HE AP € &
At

A A ojF e Wasjrte o282 HY AT A Gk A{FY o]
GA g AAYA Y BEES Bohli7] 918 A& 37 F2E AFAAT oF
2 FAAE N FEt 2AE Avdazt dAse 24E A T YEYIY 22E A
3, EHA 57t 59 MEL2 B, AASAZE? o9} tlgo] LT o2k A&
OB 7 O|BET AFIIUA o]29 E3} ZolE o7tz Y=, dE Sl AEA A
AR WA gHREe FHTL2N AGHORE FROIES W SHHA AL A
2 WA 2 #4799 FHE FEeH e AEES I AR FE ¢ kP oleg
o234 WaEL 53] 21470 Eol% AARAY Flo] 4 £o8 HASHA HE 2
g4 olB7EY EAYHE a2 T Yot E8 ol dage wd 9-11
AR o] Folgt UERd Ao} AR ofhw A Al7|u WA, a3 20417] 249 £
7M=& HHEE 4ol it

AT, AT, FAFY o229 WEG HEO YFEY FATA BN FFH
22 YBUL gle AARY I FARE FET D7t Yok SAR/AIEL ¥4 A7
€ AWM FA Y 845 ST FHAY Bk FHEHY=, 5] BEA A7
o Eolot FARA |22 M A (high politics) F4 Azt Hloly FA, &3t <
A IR 52 AR%Ge FAR T 19909 ol F EFAA = IARAY g B
=2 HARAZA SHNA o233t AmEo] EistA JFHAT. AdAFI A
FFAE ol GAHANF o289 drA AR T 9 - 11 o] F HojA & €HY

I YA S2AA Yolute H[F A adEREE Zojop i Ao AATIEY F o}
F27t Z7HE 222 WB2E Ao| oy, 77t ARty 128 FAT ZAE AR
A BAE ob7|@ k= Aolth Trachtenberg(2008), pp.186-187.

22) AE 7+ Y EY A &A= Anne-Marie Slaughter, A New World Order (Princeton: Princeton
University Press, 2004), 22¥ Arglo] g3 Al& Martin Shaw, Theory of the Global
State: Globality as Unfinished Revolution (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press,
2000), YEYZ Z7to] gh8jAlE Christopher K. Ansell, “The Networked Polity: Regional
Development in Western Europe,” Governance 13-3(2000), pp.303-333; Martin Carnoy
and Manuel Castells, “Globalization, the Knowledge Society, and the Network State:
Poulantzas at the Millennium,” Global Networks 1-1(2001), pp.1-18 F=,

23) Lars—Erik Cederman and Christopher Daase, “Endogenizing Corporate Identities: The
Next Step in Constructivist IR Theory,” European Journal of International Relations
9-1(2003).

24) BA-2A0EL 37 slol(E. H, Carr)yt A&(Angel) A JAA vebtd ‘73 3 ‘AR o $d&
28 ZABAEAERAN BAL(Morgenthaw), 92 (Waltz), Z3)%(Keohane), 2&HZ
(Moravesik) 5& B itk B3] A4F9% AP AZoA 4559 FARA |23 BHs
H Fo: 0|42 £2 8/ (Ann—Marie Slaughter)& & "8t 9Jt}, Christian Reus—Smit,
“The Strange Death of Liberal International Theory,” European Journal of International
Law 12-3(2001), pp.584-585. £ FA-A0Ex AHF79 FAFA | 20| 5T )+
o A&y B@she @A dF AHFY FADAC|EY AT FE(the strange death of
liberal international theory) o]2a Hltjo] Agtali glct, o]t e Ee J=F 5T HE
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AES SAVAS TAER 22 ZA@EHPH 22T ojFsprlds LT T4 Ao
= d4o] BHjst7] AFstRed, £3) QA oy W, TE ST Z2 dE@HE
Ho FAF S i3 § B2 BAL Tledor Ante FLEE) AXNA HAH. 0T
27S2 2 AT BAASH R FAJAIE Al BA' 9 a4E FEAT|HE A=
2 oo R} ®

o2 e FAl= FABANEY AU a7 A} Al whet & WY 4 Yok AE A
F A=) olv] 196094 v gte|=(Martin Wight)s 4T AH3H 7198 & 3
Ago] vl T ARAE 3 WEE W £EiF o] & Atolo] FYUol Bl Lold ]
AT BYTH™ o] FFBA L olu] FEF 7 SASHE 1950 thet 60EH= AcH
=7heH, oA ¥ FABA Bl AAo|EHH 2% AHE IFLA 2T o= 4F
F93 FUFIAEY HYo| Atk Aol FEoITH” AT FeF7t A 27] w59
s NI olBoIUHH, 25dY FABAEL A 4AY HAH FASE LT
o2H I 2AYA BgS FIEE AFe BAT oHE A= 24 oF J&sEHn
A BA - AA DAY ZEA W, 2213 3AZAE RoA dojuba gle HEF 4
712RY dRdn. 53] 294 A7l S0l9 SARA R d9o] TN A H A
FGH © o} 2T 4 A HATE AAE0l I FaF ZHE o|F T Jch?

£ #etd 24 AAYE(George Dangerfield)d TA-438 A9 oAt Z&(The Strange
Death of Liberal England), 2258 4% Aolth, Reus—Smit(2001), p.592.

25) Nicholas Rengger, “Political Theory and International Relations: Promised Land or Exit
from Eden?” International Affairs 76-4(2000). pp.755-770; Richard Ned Lebow, “Fear,
Interest ahd Honour: Outlines of a Theory of International Relations,” International
Affairs 8273(2006), pp.431-448 &= 2ESE= 196049 FutAle7l fAHE B3 S Hd
B fE 2 ot Adige] ‘HA of tig A vt 9A ok A AFHEA FARAT
Aotz Yol st=uguto] ofd AAF 290 8% FFE uld £ oty FF3A, ¥ 7
RFY A AT 357 o]&0] 25 SHAAL 2], A, 44, 71 5 FA A& A=
£ BAL £33 Qlet. Yale H. Ferguson and Richard W, Mansbach, “Between Celebration
and Despair: Constructive Suggestions for Future International Theory,” International
Studies Quarterly 35(1991). AZEw9] o] A& Joseph S. Nye, Soft Power: The
Means to Success in World Politics, 349 &7, FAZERY, (H&: AZSATY, 2004) 32,

26) orel SO Ex ‘Y FAQA o] 20| EAA] k71?7 eHe B i FAFAF FWAA 9} o=

o= A 9A Fevh AAA A A= B3 0|23 AYoE FAFNELE 43}

3 doie ddae] Frt A £ut giok FARA Solle ol AR Fit 2L I A

AEol gAstE e Uk, Lyt Aol Ro] ‘FL ALY & 9% o] 2o, FAYX 0|2 HEI

olE < pute] girh, o] AfolA IAPAY o|E3He F3 4R drhe Ao go|E] FAolg]

o}, Wight(1966), pp.32-33.

Betold fulEx SABA IR LA AT fE A & olFEA FATLE FYAA

£, SARANEL FARANE HALE 3t o EHA A4 gfFolzi B, AdMF

£ 3% 92 2 ofJz} ot o] E(Martin Wight) ZIE o]2gt o] &¥& A ogrg 7

TEA ZFHrhe HodA 1 AYE WY 5 goke Ro] #ulEY Aol Brian C. Schmidt,

“Together Again: Reuniting Political Theory and International Relations Theory,”

British Journal of Politics and International Relations 4-1(2002), pp.117-118,

28) Schmidt(2002), p.120. Ho|EL HX| 0|21 IFAFR| 0|29 BAZ WFo| A= Zriy Hyth
ol Mgt T olo] YEYORE EAR S HOZE SASTE A4S BEE. Yeae

27

~
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ol ANE HF e R oY IRFA|BAME FFHIE, UFFo|E, 181 £
A ol2 FollA AT AAA o] kAl FBE T It FHo]lRE 2R FL AFFe
o FAFYI FEFE IATA | BA FEAEHASET, AL S olof tigt WA=
o HEAAF2(cosmopolitanism) o FFAF(communitarianism) =43 Z
of BLet A o[£} AAE | ofFofA L Ut G WIFF st dnNtAHA|EY] g B
ofghe 7|1&98 1AW et Hlo] FAEUA HEY =9F ojoitd WAAFH Tl
F3F9(cosmopolitan democracy)dl &t =9 50| FABA|EY FY oA EEsiA
AMNE I ek, olg B Eo] vjo|Z7tEE $AHLE 3t FAA(identity) T £33 2o
o g% Zz, 281 FF NYEEY FE7EE FHA7] YT HulyE olE = 5T
weie} 0 ol et A EL BF AT} AF Y7} At 7]EY FATHAIE &9
A ST ERE FAEHY] AARYE A HAHSL o]E BANT| B |20 ¥
7+ 3 g

2% FARAGA NN HEE L FFH FAAF A o g &&= T EE
A A% gzt Aurst ABEsEAT A AT HwA QA Y LY 49
A Z4A7 1 ed YEHRY 43S AFARH. 18 45 Y&4e=E: Y
o] o gt NZ2 JAEH qoE WEUA Rt Yt O]F & 23 EAEULE
£ 449 £ gid. 283 389 498 9ol §XoA A5 A LotE A wojit of
29 A7t RoHy| gEojch, AFAA WA o]& o tFt =X olE9 TFLF
AT gt AN THeAel digk 1dlo] A HEPE A& AT Bovt Yok EE
o] 22 A A AL Wtgsty ol FAFXo|BNME A thE2A gt ¥ oA T
& M) o]8o] Agke] ARG o R & davt god, 5z A 2L FHES
FMGO 2N 0|29 ZHRE ALH 2R BAHL 4= Sl o]EL o|AY AL W
ZAFA O] MEREE FAFchE, 2L 94X FLEY o, Mt o2 o
o AT B AutEZR] st £ AR e o]82 WEY] 93 S¢HE AFE
AARE daE e Ao,

2 RY FYHOE FL AT & ARE Ao HE & FTde TAAX o] £EH
2o g Bt sA o]29 7)5olgte ZHA B AR o|2out AR 0|E BF FAS W
Gajof Tt FoPA s Ut thut 7129 FAojBo| FUYRFAATE AYE TFFT Y= W
W FARA B2 IFA FEdthe HoA oAl 2AsHA I vt I H. Cynthia
Weber, “Reading Martin Wight's ‘Why Is There No International Theory? as History,”
Alternatives 23~4(1998), pp.451-470,

29) Brian C. Schmidt, “Resurrecting International Political Theory,” Millennium 29-1
(2000), pp.153-163.

30) EA A |23 A e AFAIFE o] T FAZFAY FYEL tfFE uFo] ofd F=olnt
$79 FAEE A2 o|2A%T Schmidt(2002), pp.121-135.

31) B9 (1978), pp.135-136; o]4H4 B4E ol@d £A4L Wy U4 ol 21 YUtk ol
3(1997), pp.3-59.
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V. H§7 o2 2ex

19709 2 & E(Hedley Bull)> AF7tA Y FARA|o|Bo] YEHLE AT, &
3] gu)de AP wrgSgts FE& AFF vk Yok, EE FAEY AAA F HIA
F NG RAEY ALY AHE v 3 FAGX )| EE &3 AEE] §A
£ AT, SR AAAR] Lo A hkgt 7k PFYAFo| oG A FFdtTtel B X
LA (comprehensive) AWo|E20 2L 2041719 AFo|&o] F43% Aozt &Y F4l
£ B3 Wo Qi ghek AFro]Ro] 1Eet $4d A E AA gt A2 d4TTHE,
Bo] A3tz “of A9 o]Eo] NujF st et AR Ha WA FFol AZdsE
a7 doh® 271 o3t A& i3] HIZ FFgE AT AL oY JAT, Holk H|AM A
Aol AAESY JAHE FPE AAY, =2F °]E°E A7 =Y Yo oFR7AE A
FHE A3E AFA £ Yoke AHE (A AL ZEFs. AT AATDG ol 29
da gk AL 189 ZEE A4 71| = 5};‘]‘31', HIAZA YN E 582 4= e
et g FEstEE YT ZAT ¢ e Ao E =89 FFo|tt, EFolEo] AFAE
o] E4% AE g vgoz Q2L gk o2& A FE 4 Qlrtx stelEt:, TR0l e
o2 548 £ 9& AAHI ZH2E ZAstH AR o] o YL HAg 58
& Ao|7| &l

gy o] 2o ZRojol & Erlzxd RS guists AYA? 71EY AT FAH olEE
o] A ZR2E AW EH o|ygt 7%—1:"“ g3t S 44 22 5 U oEL GEFH W
Aoz FAH AW, FARGE #4Y tito] He AL wEodie MAUE
(mechanisms) & Aot gt $-T7F AFsh o|2L oW o] I dojyeA
old A (whether), B+ dutwE(how much) FFE vjA=A o gt AT A=
¢t He, Boh ZEFA 244 28T 4ol H(why), 282 o2 (how) Hojut=7t
=1 ’é‘ﬁ@l F Slojof Frhe ROt olEd o] 29 MY A &AL tiRE AU Mde

gote] oj iR, FoiRTy Fa% Fe o MEd Y, WiE, I3 oY
737ﬂ°ﬂ ol E7|7HA Y| AAH ‘3‘41'3 Zr3=olof gtk Aot lﬁoi’ﬁ +g7t
Ay BFA = LA AAR 245t 294 AE, & 9 £¥d HoA= 4=
= WEY = o)UY HAYZo] HE °]§°ﬂ/‘1 M Fa% Zdz2z & £ Yot o
ZF7ro A3tA A2 (scientific realism)d YFE o] $43 Aol AAZ A A
A o]29 o Ropo|A d 53-& W V)= Sk

32) Hedley Bull, “The Theory of International Politics, 1919-1969,” in James Der Derian,
ed. International Theory. Critical Investigations (Washington Square, NY: New York
University Press, 1995), p.208,

33) AAA - ¥rd Y Z5(2002)= FAFA B FHA, ABF UL T A= i}, +HF
ZH BT =9t £ =89 9AE HoluE AFd 9714 A dFAE g1z gt

34) FAIZATNA AAE L HAEA7] 0|22 22 Alexander Wendt, Social Theory of International
Politics (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1999), pp.47-91; Fred Chernoff, “Scientific
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SARA |2 A olHT ‘o|2F HAYZ o] Ze e gt ;l sttt Ag7tAe F
T OS2 R o2 WAUEE 484 sl ZMH% L2 AN At A
A FFHolth & 5o 429 AFAFYNAE 72, 7%, "iH B2, S3Hpolarity),
%&frg(inequahty) 9 AdE T3 =ARA7 °1t9711 2537t ABaurta o
OjT FRO|EL HTIAE, NHAFY, He, AR TL B0l dojutes A2y 2R
A 98, & AAUZE |23 Qe Aol o2 AYL uE 1 AARA FAF
A RolAR, IR FHE HAUEE B3 227t olFstEie Xl g =Yooz 4
B Y I A5 o) Gl 429 o|Zol= o] AT HAYES AAV AR}
Al ol$HA Aot ® 2ME A Robert Gilpin)9] FARY HEE JA] ujAFA A &
oA AL gAY AdE Tt A, 2 ARA FARY HAA] F713
L2 TAs7E shtel dAUFELRA BY8sta Qo™ Azo|23 Joj& 5 A%
F9 SABANBIAE Fgo] dojute A FAUSZE FAEWN] EET HdE 53
HAZO2H ‘o]§ 22X 9 A9 e 25 uc”

& =2IME T=H FARACE 9 B0 AFE HA G, oA FAFHLE o]
o Fd27} FRAY7M g AF A FYGE0] o)Foj Ao} 3k B}, F =13 AN
A = e o]EF M B4 de HAYUZ FAUE TA Yok gtk A
oltt, B2 RE AL AEA AFE Ik glon, J1E9 AFolEE SUH LR Fo o
£ B837t= Aol o5 B4R e Y Aol 23 RN I AL g Fxete
A ofgo] ohzt FARES 7|E] whet T8E 4 Y olES NWste Yo T2
st +2£T} 2ol YRR LYt e By WA g AUAA FHE9
AQ olB2 FAAE A FE FRl7] gA ¢V Yotk EE I 4F5FYH
SRR Aol 2ol GEAA FFHYE AL AFl T gk vhE 7| RE WA e A
olth.? At AU £ A 229 Ao Bste o2 AEU=H & F

l:

Ol

Realism as a Meta—Theory of International Politics,” International Studies Quarterly
46(2002), pp.189-207 =, 53 A2 # ¢Yl2E Roy Bhaskar, A Realist Theory of
Science (London: Verso, 1997(1975]); Andrew Collier, Critical Realism: An Introduction
to Roy Bhaskar’s Philosophy (London: Verso, 1994),

35) Kenneth N, Waltz, Theory of International Politics (Reading, MA: Addison-Wesley,
1979); Stacie E. Goddard and Daniel H. Nexon, “Paradigm Lost? Reassessing Theory of
International Politics,” European Journal of International Relations 11-1(2005), pp.22-29.

36) Robert Gilpin, War and Change in World Politics (Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press, 1981).

37) Robert O. Keohane, After Hegemony: Cooperation and Discord in the World Political
Economy (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1984); Stephen D. Krasner, ed.
International Regimes (Tthaca: Cornell University Press, 1983). ol&& H7t= 7439 o
£75dAE SU 488 4 9.

38) 2E|H Au|A(Steve Smith)E 20039 ISA & AUYALAA 71&9 FAFA |E HAE 107}
A AAzAE, & 371 F49 A, d-duAA e B, AA-FA Y £, d4FA AR &
E J—P‘é AT 2-USEA g FH4Y, AP 238 #E £ 4, AR 72

ZA8te Nz 2HA FEA 3y, A B 9 ¥ 94, 181 A (explanation)
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N7t & & gk B3] FARAEY 27 o|B3 Z2 FHT o|BY wAYFZS AR
FH3HE do] oulA], YAE B4 59| FHA 2aToRE WAV e €49 94
of 5 gart At FHFAY AP Ao 7129 F57 olgd] U dIdEE
22N UEHE F2T uE AR, o8 Aol £F& 7HeA FFe W2 9lof A
S8 LA 712 &S Y] HEoT*

JYTH 7)€Y AT FH o]EES HFLE stof HEA SU2E HEYLEH 029
A4S AT Ao) o' WA oZ FsaAd g3 AA ) A2 AHE Yay}
Ag Aok, EE §3T upAMAR v AT HAA EXAY SRR 2S +5T A E
271= 47 goh, FARAGY oA A vlsol & Auio tE o A g9 =
ARASA IR & BEHLZ FF3AY, ofyd guto|2E FAT A A=Y S48
A%l gt ZPAL AT At FAHL2 d3S7] fEoH Y 1dA= 73}
T HATF AN FARA o] BEH7) AsiAE AT oj29 AWE desked 1A
A Ea HFEATE B oATE FF o289 HE WRE oY vt dne
AnA0 FFL AR 7AA7L Ak FEEF o8 AE HLL2AM AP olES
FF71 BT fAEA AR B4E HEolE U diddel § HEAsta &
A= Aol

ofd Ao =HEL ofF A AT A7 AGfA FEL W3 4HE Y

Q

¥

=

Bt} o3 (understanding)E FA8H= S 7428 vt ik, 2= o|HT ARz AE] A3 AHA
=9 AYL vgoE & AoRA, FAPXRY FAY Avt Foirt Holgur FASA
Steve Smith, “Singing Our World into Existence: International Relations Theory and
September 11, International Studies Quarterly 48(2004), pp.504-507.

39) &ulAs AR, A9, #etY 135 ot AHHLE FUAHARE FHA, o8, =t 4, 3
A9 FAEE A WAL d7p HAcka AEsta gk, of 3t FEF YA YA = 28 &
o ¥ o] dAL th&E3(represent) Rolgta B FoiA A%t AF olF A
‘A st Aol o)29 {3 YRt B} Smith(2004), pp.511-513, AT LEY FAF
O E7MEL AUR FLFYREH R 7 0|25 £FF # Yk 0|2 AAUES 1A%}
£ $FAL QT o]FHE o] F 2 QIste] YE FAF L HTO| 27159 AN FHE ¥ Y7
T 8t Wendt(1999); Ted Hopf, “The Promise of Constructivism in International
Relations Theory,” International Security 23-1(1998), pp.181-185.

40) T WA o2 BESIAY, o2 NZ¥ B oz ‘R EE HAUF o] T Uit o€
Heart Hojof gk Aok, AE Eol AAE, A, A FoA £7 Aoz 2
21 e Y AEol&& HTEA AL e PHE HFolEE 9A FYT 2dzz B
At gk, e Atojd(Herbert Simon)d ‘A#d =14 (bounded rationalityy Fgojut
A gt Ao “Ago]E(prospect theory) G- olHg dFo|&9 43U Az HE 4 Aot
Herbert A, Simon, “Human Nature in Politics: The Dialogue of Psychology with Political
Science,” American Political Science Review 79-2(1985); Jonathan Mercer, “Rationality
and Psychology in International Politics,” International Organization 59(2005); Jack S.
Levy, “Prospect Theory, Rational Choice, and International Relations,” International
Studies Quarterly 41(1997),

41) K, J, Holsti, The Dividing Discipline. Hegemony and Diversity in International Theory
(London: Allen and Unwin, 1985).

42) Smith(1989), p.23.
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o A& S0 Fol(Hud)d G+ Zd 559 dabe 20 £ JAE vad & A3
oj2% £t LA A=A Qe ol T F7F T AAE WA F3He Ao
ofgi3ta I WiAH HeHYLE A%t FH(dynamic) o2& AFStL Ut A7
TGO 2E 7IRE sto] 24 228 W MEL QUOJEE AFIL Y Ao
o A $59 SARATNAE f4E dE) ARTY 2L T2 g Zolzt Hdst
A U Ao BAL R Y E4] olF FRAE FFH 5 & Ad FARAEE
2287 AFPeH, ole 214719 F3& FHLE e AAZAY BE4S JUE:
B a7gE QA YA ST TR Qa0 F F2RE JRE o ez
A d=g FRstAY A Y ABHE AD Rl &8 FAHY B9 o2 BF
Aol ZstA vehd v, 238Y o] 39 AAHEL o YIH o] o el FstA
ks A% 2o g

29 g2 FAE] FHAA IARAC|BE v A AA3A ghe olfE +H
A= AAsFE w7t 2o 282 ST A 9 848 A2 S R E 03
OJBLE HIAA7] H9H, B AFAo] e =amte] WA sl ot Hil g
od A% g S| 7ted duto]ELR HAHT] offT & U FAFA
33 2Fste Al 270 WREeEw B8He o]82R AT 7HeAol Erhe Aot
A5 F3F IARZAY of it FA 22 doto] B FHY FAE] AT ol
= ANE ofsistx BB + e 713E W& 7HeAo] Ate vwe] A7|HE Ytk &
£ 53 139 23H AT JAE v st 559 S AATE €l 353
d Azt dFE St YA, ALY vlatt o]BF YATAE AYY | T3
ARG $A AT ol8EE A wi¢L I 7S HE3= Aol § FAFHE A

oqTh® A FF FARALE 05 HAE 242 FUEY FABA A7} oY

43) Victoria Tin-bor Hui, “Toward a Dynamic Theory of International Politics: Insights from
Comparing Ancient China and Early Modern Europe,” International Organization 58
(2004), pp.175-205.

44) Gustaaf Geeraert and Men Jing, ‘International Relations Theory in China,” Global
Society 15~-3(2001). WAAN F39 FAGAE 8FL 274 F2 & David L. Shambaugh
and Wang Jisi, “Research on International Studies in the People’s Republic of China,”
PS 17-4(1984), pp.758-764,

45) William A. Callahan, “Remembering the Future: Utopia, Empire, and Harmony in
21st—Century International Theory,” European Journal of International Relations 10~4
(2004), p.570. o2& A2 FHAo FZE& AALANY sPFeant B AZo)A ot gt
O NAZAE FE3ee 4P 939 $39 FARASAL ol WAz HYH U
Zor 9 AFY FARYL YA ‘F2 AY7HPax Sinica) & AF3}H = 4TS B,
Yongjin Zhang, “System, Empire and State in Chinese International Relations,” Review
of International Studies 27(2003) 3=,

46) o) Ao 3 ALE F(Gerald Chan)& Bt FH32L SFH A7 o|20] FUSHA o]
o $18e =7 ARAY SAE0l AAEY 715EE FAE 7] fEojH dEstn A,
Gerald Chan, “Toward an International Relations Theory with Chinese Characteristics?”
Issues and Studies 6(1998), pp.12-13; Geeraert and Jing(2001), pp.269-271,
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‘2837 (primary stage) & HoluA £t glen, o] FE3}7 HaME A7 '
EF2 $oA FE3 24 $ Y& 9F0] & F2 AHEY o] Fasivtx A5t
At

2o Eojot du] AGoA 43 Y& FAFXJEY AW FHYE F=F FA A ol
29 &0 9u] e AAAE dAEL duldAe d8REE FANEY EHEH 11
Hlgo 2 3t} 4012 WAXNARL, oA 19609 ¢ 70 A Hu| 7Y =4
AAE Husts ARGTE SPYTh AW dule FAAAG] FLo|E2HT © 2
7198 A | AZE 19809 H ol S0l AR FA grdAE FF SAZA )&
o] GAI}t F&o| 29 AAHRAH A4S BF HojA = U ARE ol 24Fed, o
oo FAFAFAEL A 9H AF(regional autonomy) o2& F3 I FETE BA3}
At oA F4o|EF nHY FARY, T AT E0JEY 24E0] AHA EF
2 A oZAN FALEE Lefste] Eo] 149 SRS 2ok o= AL |
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Z8la 7l AT AATCRE SR o3 4 gl otZFI UFY FA £33
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47) Yongjin Zhang, “International Relations Theory in China Today: The State of the
Field,” The China Journal 47(2002), p.107,

48) Arlene B. Tickner, “Hearing Latin American Voices in International Relations Studies,”
International Studies Perspectives 4(2003), pp.330-333.

49) Douglas Lemke, “African Lessons for International Relations Research,” World Politics
56(2003), pp.114-116; William Brown, “Africa and International Relations: A Comment
on IR Theory, Anarchy and Statehood,” Review of International Studies 32(2006),
pp.119-120,

50) Kevin C. Dunn and Timothy M. Shaw, eds. Africa’s Challenge to International Relations
Theory (New York: Palgrave Publishers, 2001),



54 BlFREGERE A467W 5EE, 2007

FUATY AUEL TUE 0T 240 F 4 Yo,

V. o2 9o

o[22 IR0 EAstE oltE L2E TEoHTh ofd 49 o8& I, AT
A AEe 2 thro] AW E = e, FUA JLAM e ol 8ol B ot AR o
AdttE HolA 23 AZHY Ao A = o] 89 U] ZHEHA 49 Ard ofutz]
g 4 Atk "ol T3t SAX | BE ol T G 7)E HFoE uf AL F
g Y dAE dutEA Uk B =RdAe E=E AR R o v JlE Yol
571 HsA ol T4, A7HY 49 g7t EE7H At HuR g d=e 5
ARAGE 2RFTS TAZA 1T AYEH, o|2F FHolg: HAE FA A Wt
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= =HE 1F 2 HEY AU oY T2Vt FARE A FH& FF FHE
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A 3 949 gt BHA T=H SARAE 2 9 AL EAES
ofi=dl o T o e Y& 7]&oloF & Aot AH F=9 FARAGETE A
4 5049 T AU A=E AAF olpEo] AFART. kA 727 AP eE R
At Ao ws) A Fgolud AFAF7} Y2 Wol ojRojAYTE, W= A7}
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£ dAEA A FH A BA2RE ARG A7 AFE 7] gEoln. AR
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ZAE9 Brtojrt, o] o] AT A oA Az AW AE ¥t Aold. AW
ol A #AZ 27t RAYE RAAY 19 U AW oyt 318 IAF
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B AE 71e0lA g2 7] MECIT. ™ A= AHZHAL 3 Atojof Y] Y& ARUA
ojdo] dids] mEF AAolth A A= o ojFfsta] Rote AELoIg FATe R
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B2 o850 ARRC], HFY AAFA|ERAE 1 FUHL YR £AS Aot
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International Relations Theories and Korea:
A Ciritical Review and Some Suggestions

Min, Byoung Won
(Seoul National University of Technology)

This paper reviews many demands for the Korean theory of international relations during the
last half-century, and discusses how to practically achieve it. For this, two models of theory-
building are presented -- the inclusive one (the Yu Giljoon type) and the exclusive one (the Shin
Chaeho type). Although the latter one has been prioritized as the ideal-type of the Korean theory,
this paper argues for overcoming its limitations. In particular, we had better begin the Korea
theory not so much from scratch as from the revision of existing theories. Underlying
mechanisms for world politics phenomena are also important in building explanatory theories in
international relations. Several examples of indigenous theory-building work in China, Latin
America and Africa are introduced with a focus on their revisioning strategies of mainstream
theories. Theoretical extensions in terms of space and time are discussed in the paper, too.
Policy-relevance, progressiveness and compatibility are suggested as the essential elements of

theoretical extensions in the Korean theory of international relations.
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